RFMARKS 

The present application was filed on October 18. ,999 with claims 1-18. Newclaims 19-27 

were added in a Prelhnina^ Amendment filed by Applicants on August 30, 2000. Clatms 1-27 are 

cutrently pending. Claims 1, 8, 15-19 and 24 are the independent claims. 

Eachofclaimsl-27sta„dsrejec,edunder35U.S.C.§103(a)overU.S.PatentNo.6,400,966 

(heremafter "Andersson"). 

in this response, Applicants have amended each of independentclaims 1, 8. 15-19 and24 to 

clarify the subject matter of the claimed invention. 

With regard to claim 1. this claim has been amended to specify that a given one of the 
cham,elelements„foneofatechanneluni.b„ardsisassi^able,ocachofaplurali.yofcarriersand 

a plurality of antemta sectors of the system. Support for the amendment can be found m toe 
specificationat,forcxample,page5.1ine26,t„page7,linell.Applicantsrespectfullysubmi.that 

an a^angement such as that claimed is not shown in the Andersson ..ference, for dre reasons 

identified below. 

The Examiner in rejecting claim 1 ..lies on FIG. 9A of Andersson. arguing ftat a given 
claimedchamtelunitboard corresponds toelementBBTXUandthatthe channel elements ofthat 

eham,eUni.b„ardcorrespond.o.heboxeslabeled"Camer.»and"Ca.ierN"inBBTX,. seethe 
Office Action at page 3. second full para^ph. In view of the foregoing claxift-ing amendtnent, ,t 
is apparem that the correspondence the Examiner attempts to draw be^»een the elements of clatm 
land the elements ofFIG.9Aof Andersson is inappropriate. More speciflcally.noneofthe boxes 

labeled»Carrierl"or"CarrierN"inFIG.9A,whicha,eExaminerarguescor«spondtothecla,med 
channelelements,isassi^able.oeachofaplumlityofcarriersandapWi.yofa«tenna sectors of 
teAnderssonsystcm. instead, it is clear thateachoftheboxes labeled "Carrier 1-or-CamerN 

in FIG 9A of Andersson is associated with only a single carrier of the Andersson system. That ,s, 
the -Carrier 1 " box is associated with Carrier 1 . the Xanier N" box is associated wtth Carrter N. 

"'"aaimlas amended, andanyclaimsdependenttherefrom,arethusbelievedt„be allowable 

over Andersson. 
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The remaining independent claims 8, 15-19 and 24 have been amended to include similar 
clarifications, and are Wieved allowable over Andersson for substantially the reasons identified 

above with regard to independent claim 1. 

Accordingly,itisbelievedthatclaimsl-27asamendedhereinareinconditionforallowance. 

Applicants therefore respectfully request the withdrawal of the §103(a) rejection. 



Respectfully submitted, 

Date: September 16. 2004 TIIm^.^^, 

Reg. No. 37,922 
Ryan, Mason & Lewis, LLP 
90 Forest Avenue 
Locust Valley, NY 11560 
(516) 759-7517 
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